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DETAILED ACTION 



1. 



The response of 1 1/26/07 was received and considered. 



2. 



Claims 1-15, 18 and 27 are canceled. 



3. 



Claims 16-17, 19-26 and 28-35 are pending. 



Response to Arguments 



4. Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 16, 24 and 33 have been 
considered but are moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

5. Applicant argues Jones does not teach or disclose "a set of localizing data that 
facilitates distinguishing locations of frame header information and frame data of each 
frame within the stream". However, Jones discloses a hint track in col. 10, lines 35-49 
and figs. 4 and 5. Jones also discloses, col. 7, lines 50-67, "Typically, a server 
computer system coupled to a network will create the set of data, which may be referred 
to as a hint track and will store this hint track in a storage device which is coupled to the 
server computer system. When a client computer system requests a presentation (e.g. 

a viewing or listening or viewing and listening) of a media data file, the server system 
uses the hint track to determine how to packetize the media data for transmission to the 
client computer system. It will be appreciated that the present invention is generally 
applicable to time related sequences of media data, and that QuickTime is represented 
herein as one example of this general applicability." Jones further discloses in col. 9, 
lines 28-40; "Hint tracks contain instructions for a streaming server (or other digital 
processing system) which assist in the formation of packets. These instructions may 
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contain immediate data for the server to send (e.g. header information) or reference 
segments of the media data. In one embodiment of the present invention, instructions 
are encoded in the QuickTime file in the same way that editing or presentation 
information is encoded in a QuickTime file for local playback. Instead of editing or 
presentation information, information may be provided which may allow a server to 
packetize the media data in a manner suitable for streaming using a specific network 
transport." 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

6. The following is a quotation of the first paragraph of 35 U.S. C. 112: 

The specification shall contain a written description of the invention, and of the manner and process of 
making and using it, in such full, clear, concise, and exact terms as to enable any person skilled in the 
art to which it pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to make and use the same and shall 
set forth the best mode contemplated by the inventor of carrying out his invention. 

7. Claims 24-26 and 28-35 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, first paragraph, as 
failing to comply with the written description requirement. The claim(s) contains subject 
matter which was not described in the specification in such a way as to reasonably 
convey to one skilled in the relevant art that the inventor(s), at the time the application 
was filed, had possession of the claimed invention. Regarding claim 24, line 2, "a first 
buffer that is configured to receive a plurality of frames", the examiner cannot find a 
description in the specification for a "buffer". Regarding claims 24 and 33, the examiner 
cannot find support in the specification for "a processor". 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 101 

8. 35 U.S.C. 101 reads as follows: 

Whoever invents or discovers any new and useful process, machine, manufacture, or composition of 
matter, or any new and useful improvement thereof, may obtain a patent therefor, subject to the 
conditions and requirements of this title. 

Claims 24-26 and 28-32 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 101 because the claimed 
invention is directed to non-statutory subject matter. One of ordinary skill in the art 
could reasonably interpret claims 24-26 and 28-32 to be entirely implemented in 
software. Therefore, claims 24-26 and 28-32 are directed to non-statutory subject 
matter because they are not tangibly embodied. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

9. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

10. Claims 16-17, 19-26 and 28-33 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Jones et al., US 6,744,763 and further in view of Viavant et al, US 
5,784,566. 

Regarding claim 16, Jones discloses a method comprising: processing a plurality of 
frames (fig. 4, video frames), to provide a stream of packets that includes the plurality of 
frames and a set of localizing data/hint track atom (col. 2, lines 17-20, and col. 22, line 
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58-col. 23, line 18), that facilitates distinguishing locations of frame header information 
and frame data of each frame within the stream of packets, wherein the set of 
localizing data further facilitates distinguishing encrypted and non-encrypted content of 
the stream of packets, and including one or more of the set of localizing data in one or 
more packets of the stream of packets (fig. 4, & col. 10, lines 35-49). 
Jones lacks or does not expressly disclose wherein the set of localizing data further 
facilitates distinguishing encrypted and non-encrypted content of the stream of packets. 
However, Viavant discloses wherein the set of localizing data further facilitates 
distinguishing encrypted and non-encrypted content of the stream of packets (col. 1 1 , 
lines 1-24 and fig. 11). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time the invention was made to modify the method of Jones with the method of 
Vivant to distinguish encrypted and non-encrypted data in order to accommodate 
expanded packet lengths as taught by Vivant (col. 11, lines 1-24 and fig. 11). 

Regarding claim 17, Jones further discloses the method of claim 16, including 
distinguishing the location of frame data in each frame, based on the localizing data, 
encrypting the frame data of each frame to provide encrypted frame data, and providing 
the encrypted frame data as the frame data of each frame within the stream, and 
providing a second stream of data that includes the frame header information and the 
encrypted frame data of each frame and localizing data that facilitates distinguishing 
locations of the frame header information and the encrypted frame data within the 
stream (col. 12, lines 53-63 & col. 25, lines 10-15). 
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Regarding claim 18, Jones further discloses the method of claim 16, wherein the 
localizing data facilitates distinguishing encrypted and non-encrypted content of the 
stream of packets (col. 12, lines 53-63). 

Regarding claim 19, Jones further discloses the method of claim 16, wherein the one or 
more of the localizing data is included in header information of the one or more packets 
(col. 22, line 58). 

Regarding claim 20, Jones further discloses the method of claim 16, wherein the stream 
of packets corresponds to a stream of RTP-packets (col. 12, lines 64-67). 

Regarding claim 21 , Jones further discloses the method of claim 1 6, wherein each 
packet of the stream of packets includes at least one of: a partial frame, and one or 
more full frames (col. 10, lines 44-49). 

Regarding claim 22, Jones further discloses the method of claim 16, wherein the one or 
more of the localizing data is included in hint tracks of the stream of packets (col. 12, 
line 64-67). Also, it inherent that hint tracks are needed to play streaming QuickTime 
files. 
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Regarding claim 23, Jones further discloses the method of claim 16, including 
transmitting the stream of packets to a remote system (col. 9, lines 16-27). 

Regarding claim 24, Jones discloses the system comprising: a first buffer that is 
configured to receive a plurality of frames, a processor that is configured to process the 
plurality of frames to: create a stream of packets that includes the plurality of frames 
(fig. 4, video frames), and a set of localizing data/hint track atom (col. 2, lines 17-20, 
and col. 22, line 58-col. 23, line 18), that facilitates distinguishing locations of frame 
header information and frame data of each frame within the stream, wherein the set of 
localizing data further facilitates distinguishing encrypted and non-encrypted content of 
the stream of packets, and include one or more of the set of localizing data in one or 
more packets of the stream of packets (fig. 4, & col. 10, lines 35-49). 
Jones lacks or does not expressly disclose wherein the set of localizing data further 
facilitates distinguishing encrypted and non-encrypted content of the stream of packets. 
However, Viavant discloses wherein the set of localizing data further facilitates 
distinguishing encrypted and non-encrypted content of the stream of packets (col. 1 1 , 
lines 1-24 and fig. 11). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time the invention was made to modify the system of Jones with the system of 
Vivant to distinguish encrypted and non-encrypted data in order to accommodate 
expanded packet lengths as taught by Vivant (col. 11, lines 1-24 and fig. 11). 
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Regarding claim 25, Jones further discloses the system of claim 24, including an 
encryption module that is configured to: distinguishing the location of frame data in each 
frame, based on the localizing data, encrypt the frame data of each frame to provide 
encrypted frame data, and provide a second stream of packets that includes the frame 
header information and the encrypted frame data of each frame and localizing data that 
facilitates distinguishing locations of the frame header information and the encrypted 
frame data within the stream (col. 12, lines 53-63 & col. 25, lines 10-15). 

Regarding claim 26, Jones further discloses the system of claim 25, wherein the 
encryption module is configured to transmit the second stream of packets to a remote 
system (col. 9, lines 16-27). 

Regarding claim 27, Jones further discloses the system of claim 24, wherein the 
localizing data facilitates distinguishing encrypted and non-encrypted content of the 
stream of packets (col. 12, lines 53-63). 

Regarding claim 28, Jones further discloses the system of claim 24, wherein the one or 
more of the localizing data is included in header information of the one or more packets 
(col. 22, line 58). 

Regarding claim 29, Jones further discloses the system of claim 24, wherein the stream 
of packets corresponds to a stream of RTP-packets (col. 12, lines 64-67). 
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Regarding claim 30, Jones further discloses thee system of claim 24, wherein each 
packet of the stream of packets includes at least one of: a partial frame, and one or 
more full frames (col. 10, lines 44-49). 

Regarding claim 31 , Jones further discloses the system of claim 24, wherein the one or 
more of the localizing data is included in hint tracks of the stream of packets (col. 12, 
line 64-67). 

Regarding claim 32, Jones further discloses the system of claim 24, including a 
transmitting module that is configured to transmit the stream of packets to a remote 
system (col. 9, lines 16-27). 

Regarding claim 33, Jones discloses a system including a receiver (fig. 1 1) that is 
configured to receive a stream of packets, and a processor that is configured to process 
the stream of packets to distinguish frame header information and frame data of a 
plurality of frames within the stream of packets, based on localizing data/hint track atom 
(col. 2, lines 17-20, and col. 22, line 58-col. 23, line 18), that is included within the 
stream of packets (col. 12, line 64-67), wherein the set of localizing data further 
facilitates distinguishing encrypted and non-encrypted content of the stream of packets. 
Jones lacks or does not expressly disclose wherein the set of localizing data further 
facilitates distinguishing encrypted and non-encrypted content of the stream of packets. 
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However, Viavant discloses wherein the set of localizing data further facilitates 
distinguishing encrypted and non-encrypted content of the stream of packets (col. 1 1 , 
lines 1-24 and fig. 11). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time the invention was made to modify the system of Jones with the system of 
Vivant to distinguish encrypted and non-encrypted data in order to accommodate 
expanded packet lengths as taught by Vivant (col. 11, lines 1-24 and fig. 11). 

1 1 . Claims 16, 24, and 33 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) as being 
unpatentable overZhu, U.S. Patent No. 6,357,028 above, and further in view of Viavant. 

Regarding claims 16, 24, Zhu discloses a method comprising: processing a plurality of 
frames to provide a stream of packets that includes the plurality of frames and a set of 
localizing data/RTP header (fig. 6, #505), that facilitates distinguishing locations of 
frame header/payload header (fig. 6, #510), information and frame data/payload (fig. 6, 
#515) of each frame within the stream of packets wherein the set of 
localizing data further facilitates distinguishing encrypted and non-encrypted content of 
the stream of packets, and including one or more of the set of localizing data in one or 
more packets of the stream of packets (col. 6, lines 25-42). 
Zhu lacks or does not expressly disclose wherein the set of localizing data further 
facilitates distinguishing encrypted and non-encrypted content of the stream of packets. 
However, Viavant discloses wherein the set of localizing data further facilitates 
distinguishing encrypted and non-encrypted content of the stream of packets (col. 1 1 , 
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lines 1-24 and fig. 11). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time the invention was made to modify the method of Zhu with the method of Vivant 
to distinguish encrypted and non-encrypted data in order to accommodate expanded 
packet lengths as taught by Vivant (col. 1 1 , lines 1 -24 and fig. 1 1 ). 

Regarding claim 33, Zhu discloses a receiver that is configured to receive a stream of 
packets (fig. 7, #205), and a processor that is configured to process the stream of 
packets to distinguish frame header information and frame data of a plurality of frames 
within the stream of packets, based on localizing data that is included within the stream 
of packets (fig. 7, #220-225) wherein the set of 

localizing data further facilitates distinguishing encrypted and non-encrypted content of 
the stream of packets. 

Zhu lacks or does not expressly disclose wherein the set of localizing data further 
facilitates distinguishing encrypted and non-encrypted content of the stream of packets. 
However, Viavant discloses wherein the set of localizing data further facilitates 
distinguishing encrypted and non-encrypted content of the stream of packets (col. 1 1 , 
lines 1-24 and fig. 11). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time the invention was made to modify the method of Zhu with the method of Vivant 
to distinguish encrypted and non-encrypted data in order to accommodate expanded 
packet lengths as taught by Vivant (col. 1 1 , lines 1 -24 and fig. 1 1 ). 
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12. Claims 1 6, 24, and 33 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) as being 
unpatentable over Kikuchi et al, U.S. Patent No. 7,010,032 and further in view of 
Viavant et al, US 5,784,566. 

Regarding claims 16, 24, Kikuchi discloses a method comprising: processing a plurality 
of frames to provide a stream of packets that includes the plurality of frames and a set 
of localizing data/SSRC and CSRC identifiers (fig. 5), that facilitates distinguishing 
locations of frame header/sync layer packet header (fig. 5), information and frame 
data/payload (fig. 5) of each frame within the stream of packets, wherein the set of 
localizing data further facilitates distinguishing encrypted and non-encrypted content of 
the stream of packets, and including one or more of the set of localizing data in one or 
more packets of the stream of packets (fig. 6). Kikuchi lacks or does not expressly 
disclose wherein the set of localizing data further facilitates distinguishing encrypted and 
non-encrypted content of the stream of packets. However, Viavant discloses wherein 
the set of localizing data further facilitates distinguishing encrypted and non-encrypted 
content of the stream of packets (col. 1 1 , lines 1 -24 and fig. 1 1 ). It would have been 
obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to modify 
the method of Kikuchi with the method of Vivant to distinguish encrypted and non- 
encrypted data in order to accommodate expanded packet lengths as taught by Vivant 
(col. 11, lines 1-24 and fig. 11). 
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Regarding claim 33, Kikuchi discloses a receiver that is configured to receive a stream 
of packets/RTP receiver (fig. 7, #102), and a processor that is configured to process the 
stream of packets to distinguish frame header information and frame data of a plurality 
of frames within the stream of packets, based on localizing data that is included within 
the stream of packets (fig. 7, #104) wherein the set of 

localizing data further facilitates distinguishing encrypted and non-encrypted content of 
the stream of packets. 

Kikuchi lacks or does not expressly disclose wherein the set of localizing data further 
facilitates distinguishing encrypted and non-encrypted content of the stream of packets. 
However, Viavant discloses wherein the set of localizing data further facilitates 
distinguishing encrypted and non-encrypted content of the stream of packets (col. 1 1 , 
lines 1-24 and fig. 11). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time the invention was made to modify the method of Kikuchi with the method of 
Vivant to distinguish encrypted and non-encrypted data in order to accommodate 
expanded packet lengths as taught by Vivant (col. 11, lines 1-24 and fig. 11). 

1 3. Claims 34-35 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) as being unpatentable over 
Jones in view of Viavant as applied to claim 33 above, and further in view of Baker, 
USPN 6,449,719. 

Regarding claim 34, Jones discloses the system of claim 33. However, Jones lacks a 
decryptor to decrypting the frame data. However, Baker discloses a decryptor that is 
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configured to: extract the frame data from the stream of packets, based on the localizing 
data, and decrypt the frame data to provide decrypted frame data (fig. 1 , #160 & col. 2, 
lines 26-34). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to modify the device of Jones with the device of Baker include a 
decryptor in order to decrypt the stream, as taught by Baker (col. 2, lines 29-30). 

Regarding claim 35, Jones as modified by Baker disclose the system of claim 34, 
including a processor that is configured to process the frame header information (fig. 7, 
#652) and decrypted frame data to provide content information to a user application 
(Baker, col. 2, lines 26-34). 

Conclusion 

14. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to AUBREY H. WYSZYNSKI whose telephone number is 
(571)272-8155. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday - Thursday, and 
alternate Friday's. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Kambiz Zand can be reached on (571 )272-381 1 . The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

/Aubrey H Wyszynski/ 
Examiner, Art Unit 2134 

/Kambiz Zand/ 

Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 2134 



